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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)H Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 November 2003 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 13 February 2001 is/are: a)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) [3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)E|AII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .03 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-8^2) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 04-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No, 5 



Application/Control Number: 09/781,564 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2633 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
1 . Amendment filed on January 29 th , 2004 is herein acknowledged. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-4, 6, 8, 9, 11, 13-14, and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,563,733 to Mitsuda et al (hereinafter Mitsuda) in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,028,698 to Ogoshi et al (hereinafter Ogoshi). 

Regarding claim 17, Mitsuda discloses an optical transmission method applied to an 
optical transmission system (Fig. 6) comprising an optical transmission line (34 of Fig. 6) 
through which a plurality of signal light components having wavelengths different from each 
" other (Col. 1, lines 66-67 and Col. 2, line 1) included in a predetermined wavelength band are 
transmitted; a plurality of optical amplifiers (e.g. optical fiber amplifying sections, 31, 32, and 33 
in combination with 11,12 and 13 of Fig. 6 respectively and Col. 2, lines 35-37) installed on said 
optical transmission line, each having a wavelength-dependent noise figure (e.g. 0.98 |im pump 
light of 1 1, 12 and 13 improves noise figure, Col. 13, lines 46-50); a first signal multiplexing 
section (21 of Fig. 6), installed upstream said plurality of optical amplifiers (e.g. upstream from 
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3 1, 32 and 33 of Fig. 6) in a signal light propagating direction (via 34 of Fig. 6), for multiplexing 
a first signal light component (53 and 51 of Fig. 6 and Col. 7, lines 36-38); a second signal 
multiplexing section (22 of Fig. 6) installed between said plurality of optical amplifiers (e.g. 
between 31 and 32 of Fig. 6), for multiplexing a second signal light component (55, 56, 57 or 52 
of Fig. 6 and Col., 7, lines 38-60); and a receiving station (105 of Fig. 17), installed downstream 
said plurality of optical amplifiers (107 of Fig. 16 or 17), for receiving said first signal light 
component having a first signal wavelength multiplexed at said first signal multiplexing section 
and said second signal light component having a second signal wavelength multiplexed at said 
second signal multiplexing section (Col. 13, lines 17-50 and Col. 17, lines 38-40). Though 
Mitsuda discloses that the noise figure can be improved through exciting 0.98 ^tm pump light at 
the input section of amplifier (Col. 7, lines 64- Col. 8, lines 1-4), he does not explicitly discloses 
that the first signal light component having said first signal wavelength whose noise figure 
between said first signal multiplexing section and said receiving station is lower than that of said 
second signal wavelength is selectively assigned as said signal light component multiplexed at 
said first signal multiplexing section. Ogoshi discloses first signal light component having said 
first signal wavelength (e.g. 15 of Fig. 1) whose noise figure between said first signal 
multiplexing section (14 or 16 of Fig. 5) and said receiving station (52 of Fig. 5) is lower (Col. 1, 
lines 45-49, Col. 2, lines 42-44 and Col. 4, lines 36-44) than that of said second signal 
wavelength (e.g. 20 of Fig. 1) is selectively assigned as said signal light component multiplexed 
at said first signal multiplexing section (e.g. by implementing a 980 nm excitation light source). 
Accordingly, one of the ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to incorporate a first 
signal wavelength whose noise figure is lower than that of second signal wavelength because the 
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overall noise figure of the optical fiber amplifier is dominated by the noise figure of the front 
stage and a low noise figure at the input is advantageous to help maintaining its output optical 
power (Col. 3, lines 43-48 and Col. 4, lines 36-43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
artisan skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified optical fiber 
transmission system of Mitsuda by having a first signal wavelength at the first multiplexing 
section that has a lower noise figure than the second signal wavelength at the second 
multiplexing section because Ogoshi suggests that this is advantageous in maintaining the optical 
power output. 

Regarding claim 16, the limitations introduced by claim 16 correspond to the limitations 
introduced by claim 17. The treatment of claim 17 above reads on the corresponding limitations 
of claim 16. There is also one additional limitation introduced by claim 16; that is, a plurality of 
signal multiplexing sections (e.g. 21 and 22 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda) installed on said optical 
transmission line connected to an input end side of said optical amplifier (e.g. 51 and 53 are 
coupled via 21 and 22 at input end for amplification and outputted to 32, Col. 5, lines 39-56, 
Mitsuda). 

Regarding claim 18, the limitations introduced by claim 18 correspond to the limitations 
introduced by claim 17. The treatment of claim 17 above reads on the corresponding limitations 
of claim 18. There is also one additional limitation introduced by claim 18: that is, the second 
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signal multiplexing section (22 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda) is installed upstream said plurality of optical 
amplifiers (e.g. upstream from 32 and 33 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda) but downstream said first signal 
multiplexing section (e.g. downstream from 21 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda), for multiplexing a second 
signal light component (55 and 56 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda). 

Regarding claim 1, the limitations introduced by claim 1 correspond to the limitations 
introduced by claim 17. The treatment of claim 17 above reads on the corresponding limitations 
of claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 11, the limitations introduced by claim 1 1 correspond to the limitations 
introduced by claim 17. The treatment of claim 17 above reads on the corresponding limitations 
of claim 11. There are also two additional limitations claimed in claim 1 1; that is; a first 
multiplexing station (e.g. combination of 21 and 1 1 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda) and first signal light 
outputting means (21 outputting 55 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda), and a second multiplexing station (e.g. 
combination of 22 and 12 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda) and a second signal light outputting means (22 
outputting 56 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda). 
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Regarding claim 6, the limitations introduced by claim 6 correspond to the limitations 
introduced by claims 17 and 1 1 . The treatment of claims 17 and 1 1 above reads on the 
corresponding limitations of claim 6. 

Regarding claim 13, Mitsuda in view of Ogoshi discloses a WDM coupler (21, 22, 23, 
or 24 of Fig. 6, Mitsuda). 

Regarding claim 14, Mitsuda in view of Ogoshi discloses an Er-doped fiber amplifier 
(e.g. earth doped, Col. 5, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claims 3 and 8, the limitations introduced by claims 3 and 8 correspond to 
the limitations introduced by claim 13. The treatment of claim 13 above reads on the 
corresponding limitations of claims 3 and 8. 

Regarding claims 4 and 9, the limitations introduced by claims 4 and 9 correspond to 
the limitations introduced by claim 14. The treatment of claim 14 above reads on the 
corresponding limitations of claims 4 and 9. 
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4. Claims 2, 5, 7, 10, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mitsuda in view of Ogoshi as applied to claims 17 and 1 1 above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,404,525 Bl to Shimomura et al (hereinafter Shimomura). 

Regarding claim 12, Mitsuda in view of Ogoshi does not explicitly disclose that the 
signal multiplexing section includes an optical ADM. Shimomura discloses a signal multiplexing 
section (Fig. 12 or 13) includes an optical OADM (Fig. 3-9) capable of switching wavelength- 
multiplexed optical signal (Col. 1, lines 9-12). Accordingly, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have provided an optical OADM in order to reduce amount of hardware per transmission optical 
signal rate and to reduce the cost and system size (Col. 1, lines 43-45). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
modified the optical transmission system of Mitsuda in view of Ogoshi to incorporate an optical 
ADM to obtain the invention as claimed in claim 12. 

Regarding claim 15, Mitsuda in view of Ogoshi and Shimomura discloses signal 
wavelength indicating means (e.g. 213 of Fig. 25) for indicating a setting of said signal 
wavelength for said signal light outputting means in each of said plurality of multiplexing 
stations according to said noise figure (Col. 29, lines 49-67). 
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Regarding claims 2 and 7, the limitations introduced by claims 2 and 7 correspond to 
the limitations introduced by claim 12. The treatment of claim 12 above reads on the 
corresponding limitations of claims 2 and 7. 

Regarding claims 5 and 10, the limitations introduced by claims 5 and 10 correspond to 
the limitations introduced by claim 15. The treatment of claim 15 above reads on the 
corresponding limitations of claims 5 and 10. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on January 29 th , 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive for the following reasons: 

6. Regarding claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14 and 16-18 currently being rejected under 35 
U.S.C 103, applicants argue that the multiplexing stations are installed outside of the optical 
amplifier and the fluctuation in S/N ratio are reduced according to the correlation between the 
wavelength dependency of the noise figure and the transmission length. Such system and method 
are neither disclosed nor suggested by the applied references. 
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7. The Examiner respectfully submits that Mitsuda discloses erbium-doped optical fibers 
(e.g. 31, 32 and 33 of Fig. 6) which are notoriously known in the industry to be used as erbium- 
doped amplifiers. According to applicants' drawing of Fig. 1, each multiplexing station 
comprises multiplexing section and a transmitter coupled with wavelength indicating device. 
Mitsuda discloses such multiplexing station comprises multiplexing section (e.g. 21 of Fig. 6) 
and a transmitter coupled with wavelength indicating device (e.g. 1 1 of Fig. 6 at 0.98/1.55 ^m). 
By drawing applicants' attention to 31, 32 and 33 of Fig. 6 which act as EDFA or optical 
amplifiers as known, it is clear to one of ordinary skilled in the art that the multiplexing stations 
(combination of 21 and 1 1 of Fig. 6) are installed outside of optical amplifiers. Also, by 
directing applicants' attention to Fig. 2 of Mitsuda (normalized gain vs. signal wavelength) and 
Fig. 7B (input power vs. Noise Figure), the correlation between the wavelength dependency of 
the noise figure and transmission length is illustrated. The Examiner would also like to remind 
applicants that although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations such as 
"the fluctuation in S/N ration are reduced according to the correlation between the wavelength 
dependency of the noise figure and the transmission length" from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

8, In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually such as Ogoshi et 
al as drawn to a completely different system from present invention (page 5, lines 8-10), one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
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on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

9. Regarding claims 2, 5, 7, 10, 12 and 15, applicants state that Shimomura et al neither 
disclose nor suggest an optical transmission system as in present invention. The Examiner 
respectfully directs applicants to Fig. 12, 13 and 14 to demonstrate its relationship with Mitsuda 
and Ogoshi as well as applicants' claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

11. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 




• 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alex H Chan whose telephone number is (703) 305-0340. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday (8am to 6pm EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Chan can be reached on (703) 305-4729. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

13. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Alex Chan 

Patent Examiner, AU 2633 
February 24 th , 2004 i 




